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Re: INTEGRATED CIRCUrr INDUCTOR STRUCTURE 
DISTRIBUTED CAPACITANCE SUBSTRATE 
Application No.: 09/737,439 
Filed: December 13, 2000 
Your Reference No,: SG 200002874-6 
Our Reference No.: ALLENG2.001AUS 



FOR REDUCING 



Dear Winnie: 



This is to inform you that we have conducted a telephonic interview with the Examiner 
regarding the above-identified patent application as requested in your letter dated June 25, 2002. 
First of all, we are pleased to advise you that all of the claims of the application will be allowed. 
The facts regarding this interview will follow. 

After we prepared a table and reference drawings showing the distinct differences 
between the claimed invention and the Abide reference, we tried several tunes to arrange an 
interview with Examiner Ha. Howevo', he refused to participate in an interview with us 
indicating that he does not interview after a final Office Action unless an amendment is 
submitted citing USPTO guidelines, specifically MPEP 713.09. A copy of the citation is 
enclosed for your reference. This requirement was contrary to my years of experience. Even 
more surprisingly, Examiner Ha would not even allow us to fax him the table and marked-up 
drawings. 

After we detmnined that the NfPEP citation did not siqiport Examine Ha's position (and 
even q>ecified the contrary policy, i.e., that interviews are normally granted after final status and 
may be denied if claim amendmrats are to be proposed.), we contacted Supervisory Examiner 
Olik Chaudhuri. Examiner Chaudhuri allowed us to provide him with the table and drawings. 
After reviewing the material that we £uced to him. Examiner Chaudhuri has indicated that ail of 
the claims are allowed without any am^dmrats. 
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Afler we receive a Notice of Allowance fix)m the USPTO, we will forward it to you. We 
^preciate your cooperation and support with regard to tfiis matter. 

If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 



Most sincerely. 




John M. Carson 
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EXAMINATION OF APPUCATIONS 



pushed with oid^»i^unafj^i^er consideration. 
Interviews merely to Ks^^mxWl^ of record or to 
discuss new limitations wM^)^jyould require more 



o Inter Partes Questions 
Discussed Ex Parte 

The ^examiner may not discuss inter partes qii 
tions ei^arte with any of the interested parties. 

713.07 \ Exposure of Other Cases 

Prior to sib interview in the examiner*y1ioom, the 
examiner should arrange his or her des)£ so that all 
files* drawingsSand other papers* exceptdiose neces- 
sary in the inte^ew, are placed cqrt of view. See 
MPEP§101. 

713.08 Demo^tration, idxhibits, Models 

The invention in queWon my be exhibited or dem- 
onstrated during the intqrvii^ by a model thereof. A 
model received by the examiner from the applicant or 
his or her attorney whicK (^i4>lies with 37 CFR 1.91 
and which is macte pa^of tb^application recotd must 
be properly recordrf^n the ''Contents" poition of the 
application file wp4>per. See\MPEP § 608.03 and 
§ 608.03(a). 

Oftentimes a^ model or exhibit k not given into the 
custody of the Office but is brougu directly into the 
group by tlui attorney solely for inspection or demon- 
stration during the course of the interview. This is per- 
missible/if the nK)del or exhibit is inerely used fcH* 
demonstration purpose and is not maoe part of die 
rec<»d/(<k)cs not comply with 37 CFr\.91), a fiill 
iption as to what was demonstrated/exhibited 
mu^t be made of record in the application. See 
3/ CFR 1.133(b). Demonstrations of apparatus or 
Exhibits too large to be brought into the Officd may be 
viewed by the examiner outside of the OfficeVin the 
Washington, D.C. area) with the approval of the 
supervisory patent examiner. It is presumed thaf the 
witnessing of the demonstration or the reviewing of 
the exhibit is actually essential in the developing and 
clarifying of the issues involved in die application. 

713^ FinaUy Rejected AppHcation 

Nonnally, one interview after final rejection is per- 
mitted. However, prior to the interview, the intended 
purpose and content of the interview should be pre- 
sented briefly, preferably in writing. Such an int^- 
view may be granted if the examiner is convinced that 
disposal or clarification for appeal may be accom- 



:h should be 



than nominal reconsideration or migg 
denied. See MPEP§ 714.13, 

IntCTviews may be held after the expiration of the 
shortened statutcny period and prior to the mayiitnim 
permitted statutCHy pmod of 6 months without an 
ext^ion of time. See MPEP § 706.07(0. 

A second or fimher interview aftw a final rejection 
may be held if die examiner is convinced diat it will 
expedite die issues for appeal or disposal of the appli- 
cation. 

713.10 Interview Preceding Filing 
\ Amendment Under 37 CFR/ 
\ 1312 7 

Aftefsan implication is sat to issue, it is techni^y 
no longersunder the jurisdictioD of the primary Exam- 
iner 37 CtR 1.312. An intnyiew widi an enminer 
that would intolve a detailed consideration pf claims 
sought to be entered and perhaps entailiii/ a discus- 
sion of the prior akt for determining wheth6^ or not the 
claims are allowaole should not be givm. Obviously 
an ^licant is not endtled to a greatet/uegree of con- 
sideration in an amencunent presente^informally than 
is given an applicant^ the coiusideration of an 
amendment when formally pr9/ented, particularly 
since consideration of an\^ 
37 CFR 1.312 cannot be dci 
right, / 

Requests for interviewsyOn 
allowance has been maUed shoufil be granted only 
with specific approva/of the T^Jiology Center 
Director upon a showing in writing Of extraordinary 
circumstances. / \ 

714 Amendments, Applicant'sSAction 

37 CFR LlllJ Manner of making ametuimenis in 
application / \ 

(a) AmaJmam in ag^lieations, ^uherihan nissuetmpUat- 
turns. AmeffiDoents in tpplications» other than reissue ml^ 
ticms, tfe by filing a papet, in oon^Iiance with S\*^2, 
directinginat specified amfindmentsfae made, \ 

(bYSpecificasion o&terthan the claims and listings provim 
for di^htft (i§ L96 and 1.825).-- \ 
/ (1) Amendment by instruction to delete, replace, or add a 
pMgrapK Amendments to die specification, odier dian die 
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